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DOUGLAS H. GREEN

douglaz greenj@pipermudnick com
direct H02.861 3847 fax 202.689.7497

January 23, 2004 W 27262 s

VIA F ILE

Scott Sherlock

Senior Attomey Advisor

Environmental Assistance Division
Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics
Environmental Protection Agency

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20460 L e

Altn: TSCA Soction 4 ’

Re: TSCA Section 4 Diexina/Furans Test Rula (40 C.F.R.
Part 766) - Albaugh Inc. — Withdrawal of CBI Claim

250111y 2- 9340
i

Dear Sir;

Following-up on our telephone conversation of this afternoon, | write on behalf of
Albaugh Inc, ("Albaugh™) to confirm that Albaugh is wilhdrawing its claim of Confidential
Business Information {*CBI") with respect to the identity of the test substance in the
above-referenced TSCA section 4 rulemaking. Albaugh is no longer making any claim
of CBI for the test substance and any past claims of CBI for the test substance are
hereby withdrawn.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. ey
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cc: Document Control Office, EPA OPPT
Charles M, Auer, EPA
David Williams, EPA
Mark Garvey, EPA
Oksana Pozda, EPA
Stuart |. Feldstein
Albaugh, Inc.
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SEN : 1200 Ningteenth Street, M. W
Washington, D.C. J0016.24] 2
s J0LES] 3900 far 202723 3055

DOUGLAS H, GRERM
dougle greeniippermudnick com
dirges 202 86| V54T Jax 0T 689 7407

January 16, 2004

HAND DELIVERY N 1 g 311!

Document Control Office
Information Management Division

Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics
Environmental Protection Agency =
Room B-102 oW g_.l =
1301 Constitution Ave., N.W. . ; -
Washingion, .. W, & =
Attn: TSCA § 4 ' UUJ @
E L,

Ro: Albaugh, Inc. Protocol - TSCA Sectlon 4
Responso to EPA Lotter Dated October 16, 2003
Dear Sir or Madam:

| write on behaif of Albaugh, Inc. (Albaugh) in response to the Agency’s letler of
Oclober 16, 2003 regarding the proposed protocel submitted by Albaugh to EPA on
January 22, 2003. Albaugh's response to EPA's leHer Is sat forth below and certain

amendments to the proposed protocol also are attached.

As an initial matter, Albaugh is disappointed that EPA's Oclober 16, 2003, letter
takes the position that Albaugh must proceed with analysis of the relained sa mples of
the subject chemical notwithstanding the fact that Albaugh is no longer manufacturing
(f.e., importing), processing, distributing or using the test chemical in commerce in the
United States. While Albaugh continues lo cooperate with EPA on this issue and has
offered to complete the protocol for future use by EPFA (if and when the test chemical is
aver in the future imported/manufactured in the U.S.), Albaugh continues to beliove that
it is unnecessary to proceed with an analysis of the relained samples and that any

resulting test data will be of questionable value,

indeed, as a practical matter, any possible objective of tha Test Rule has already
baen fulfiled in that the test substance is no longer being manufactured or imported by
Albaugh in or into the United States and is no longer in commerce in the United States,
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Albaugh has further informed EPA, on several occasions, of its willingness to formalize
its commitment not to re-initiate any man ufacturing or importation of the test substance
in the United States, without first complying with all of the requirements of the Test Rule,

As further discussed in this letter, the testing of the availablo samples of the test
substance is not likely to produce useful or roliable data, which is the purpose of the
Test Rule to generate, and any policy reasons for tha test rule have essentially bean
fulfilled by virtue of the removal of the test su bstance from commerce in the United
Stales. Therefore, Albaugh requests EPA to reconsider its position on the necassity
and usefulness of having Albaugh analyze the retained test samples.

With respect to the specific issues raised in EPA's Cctober 16, 2003 letter,
Albaugh noles, at the outset, that the Agency requests certain information and
madifications to the proposed protocol to which Albaugh cannot fully respond. This is
because certain of the requests are dependent on infarmation that Albaugh does not
have and/or apparently are based on the assumption that additional samples of the test
substance are availablo (as explained below, the proposed protocol submitted to EPA,
on January 22, 2003 is based on the seven samples of the test substance that are the
only samples in Albaugh's possession). Thus, while Albaugh responds to the best of its
ability to EPA’s October 16, 2003, letter, it cannot, as it has previously advised EPA,
respond to requests seeking information it does not have, nor submit protocal
modifications that are dependent on additional samples that are not available.

For the above reasons, Albaugh respectiully requests EPA lo accept the
proposed protocols submitted to EPA on January 22, 2002, with the additonal
information set forth below, including the attachments and the amended portions of the
protocols appended to this letter.

RESPONSES TO OCTOBER 16, 2003 LETTER

1 “Sample collection data (date, time, ate.).”

Response: Albaugh is not able to provide the requesled information for all of the
seven retained chemical samples in its possession, However, the labels on the retained
test samples identified by Blackman Uhler as numbers 5 and 7 do havo some of this

! Indeed, itis a basic tenct of administrative law that “impossible requirements imposed by
an agency are perforce unreascnable: “Conditions imposed by [the] order are . . . unreasonable
by virtue of being Impossible to meeL™ Alliance for Cannabis Therapeutics v. DEA, 930 F.2d
836, 840 (D.C. Cir. 1891), citing D.C. Transit Sys., Inc. v. Washinglon Matropolitan Area Transit
Comm’n, 466 F.2d 394, 402 (D.C. Cir.), cert. denfed, 409 U.S. 1085 (1972).
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information. In paricular, the label on retained sample number 5 indicates that it was
collected on August 10, 1999 at 0300 hours. The label on retained sample number 7
indicates that it was collected on September 7, 2000, For EPA's information, a
photograph of all saven of the test chemicals in Albaugh’s possession al Albaugh's
plant in St. Joseph, Missouri is attached 1o this letter (At 1),

2. “If and/or how the top and bottom of drum samples were composited.”

Response: To the best of Albaugh's knowledge, the samples in Albaugh's
possession are not composites of samples taken from the top and bottom of drums.
Rather, the samples were collected as a single sample from the drum.

3. “Number of samples (seven random samples from each supplier for a tolal
of fourteen).”

Response: The information that Albaugh proviously provided is correct,
Albaugh has custody of seven samples of the test chemical that were collected by
Blackman Uhler, At the time of Albaugh's June 21, 2001 corespondence o Ms. Pozda
("Albaugh letter”), Albaugh was informed by its former su pplier in China that the supplier
was in possession of 10 additional sam pies that it had collected prior to shipment to
Blackman Uhler. Such 10 additional samples at all times wers located in the People's
Republic of China in the custody of the former supplier. While Albaugh requested the
supplier to retain the samples pending further Instructions {see Albaugh letter at p. 3),
the Chinese supplier recently informed Albaugh that it no longer retains such samples.
Albaugh therefore anly has custody of three samples of the test substance from tha

Chinese supplier.

i, "Albaugh must provide detailed information about all 53 mples taken, the
disposition of the unavailable samples and provide an explanation as to why only a lotal
of seven samples from selected batches are proposed o be tested.”

Response: With respect to the manner in which the samples were laken,
Albaugh does not believe that there is any additional information in existence regarding
the sample collection process, with the exception of the infarmation reflected in this
letter and the documents appended hereto, including a copy of Blackman Uhler's *0CP
Drum Sampling Procedure™ and the amendment to section 7.3.3. of the proposed
protocol described below. Therefore, in addition to the information set forth in this latter
and related attachments, Albaugh respectfully refers EPA back to the sample collection
process set forth in Section 7.3 (“Sampling”) of the proposed protocol submitted to EPA
on January 22, 2203,

In this regard, it is important to note that, at the time the samples weare collected
by Blackman Uhler, there was no intention that they would be considered far use by
EPA for purposes of analysis under the Test Rule; rather, they were collected in the
ardinary course of business by Blackman Uhler for general quality control and quality
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assurance purposes and not for purposes of analysis under TSCA section 4. The
disposition of the samples retained by its former supplier in China about which Albaugh
was praviously informed is disclosed abave; Albaugh does not have any more
information with regard to the disposition of those samples.

As to why only a total of seven samples from the selected balches are identified
for tesling, as explained above, those ars the only samples of the test substance
known to exist. There are no slockpiles of the test substance from which additional
samples can be collected. The lest substance is no longer being manufactured by
Albaugh's former suppliers: hence, additional samples cannot be obtained from those
suppliers. If EPA proceeds in requiring Albaugh to implement the tost rule, these are
the only known samples that can be subjected to testing.

5. “Information must be provided to document how the proposed samples
are ‘'representative’ of the imported products.”

Response: To the extent that EPA needs information to demonstrate that the
retained samples are “representative” of the “imported products,” Albaugh can only offer
that the samples were deemed representative by Blackman Uhler for purposes of
quality assurance and quality control (see section 7.3.2. of the proposed pretocol). The
toll manufacturer, Blackman Uhler, deemed tho retained samples to be ropresentative
far such purposes by virtue of the agitation of the tast subslance that occurred when the
drums containing the liquificd substance wers romoved from the stearn cabinat.
Aftached hereto is an amendment lo section 7.3.3 of the proposed protocol referencing
the agitation that occurred when the drums were removed from the steam cabinet
(Att. 2, signed in counterpart). Again, as noted above, at the time the samples wore
collected by Blackman Uhler, there was no intention that they would be considered for
use by EPA for purposes of analysis under the Test Rule. Rather, they were collected
in the ordinary course of business by Blackman Uhler for general quality control and
quality assurance purposes and not for purposes of analysis under TSCA section 4.
Albaugh makes no claim that the samples as collected are representative of the test
substance for purposes of implementing the Test Rule: rather, Albaugh has identified
these samples because they are the only samples of the tes! subslance that are known
to exist and, hence, the only samples that can possibly be subjected to the Test Rule.

It is for the above reason that Albaugh continues to question the value of
requiring the analysis of the retained samples under the Test Rule, Because there is
limited information available regarding the ‘representativeness” of the retained samples
in comparison to the imported samples, the test results will likely yield little, if any, useful
information regarding the presence of dioxins in the test substance. This would appear
to defeat the vary purpose of the test rule. See also “Guidelines for Ensuring and
Maximizing the Quality, Objectivity, Utility and Integrity of Information Disseminatod by
the Environmental Protection Agency” (Oct. 2002) at 15, which defines "quality” of
information acecording to whether, ama ng other things, the information “as a matter of
substance, is accurate, reliable and unbiased” and is “‘useful” to the intended users, ||
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seems clear thal any results derived from testing these samples - in light of their limited
number, the fact that they are not from consecutive batches, the limited amount of
information regarding how they were collected and handled, the amount of time that has
passed since they were collected, ete. - cannot yield reliable or useful data regarding
the presence and/or quantity of dioxins in the test substa nee.,

6. “Because samples have already been taken, the profocol must state how
samples were laken, plus if and how the top and bottorn samples were composited
-..3ample collection data (e.q. date, manufacturer, balch, atc.) must be provided for the
samples that are selected for testing. Justification for such seloction is necessary as
well.”

Response: With respect to the request that the prolocol "must state how the
samples were taken,” Albaugh is amending section 7.3.3 of the proposed protocol Lo
reflect the “agitation” procoss that occurred before the samples were collecled (see
attached protocol amendment). Otherwise, Albaugh is not aware of any additional
information from Blackman Uhler describing the sample collection process other than
that currently described in the protocol and this letter. As noted above in response to
question number 2, to the best of Albaugh's knowledge, the retained samples werp not
composited. Further, as noted in response lo question number 1, Albaugh has provided
what information il has obtained from Blackman Uhler with respect lo the dale and time
the samples were collected by Blackman Uhlar, Albaugh respectfully submits that the
other information specified in this request regarding the retained samples is already sot
forth in section 7.3 of the proposed protocol.

7. "Detailed descriptions of the sampling procedures for oblaining all available
retained samples and Manufacturing Work Task 17-001, MWT "DCP Drum Sampling
Procedure™ mentioned in Sect. 7.3.3. of the prolocol must be resubmitted for an
additional review by EPA and the Panel.”

Response: See Paragraph 6, above. In addition, the document "Manufacturing
Work Task 17-001, MWT “DCP Drum Sampling Procedure” is attached hereto (At 3).°

Further, at EPA’s suggestion, Albaugh also is submitting an amendment to
section 6.4 of the proposed prolocol to reference the information in section 7.0
regarding the selection of the Test System (see Alt, 2).

* Albaugh notes that the second page of this attachment is 3 table that should have been
compieted to document the sampling activity. Blackman Uhler has infermed Albaugh that these
tables were either not created or not retained.

~WASHI 4131627 4]
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8. Requested changes to specified sections of the protocol regarding
“Justification for Selection of the Test System” and “Sampling Phase.”

Response: Again, as noted above, Albaugh is submitting with this letter an
amendment to section 7.3.3. of the proposed prolocol to reflect the agilalion process
that occurred prior o the collection of the retained samples by Blackman Uhler. EPA
has suggested that certain other amendments be made to portions of section 7 of tha
proposed protocol but has not indicated what those changes should be, Albau gh
assumes that EPA’s suggestion for further amendments is predicated on the
assumptlion that there are additional samples to be referenced in the proposed protocal
or that there is additional information available from Blackman Uhler regarding the
retained samples that should be included In the protocol. As explained above, there are
no additional samples and Albaugh is not aware of any additional information availabla
from Blackman Uhler regarding the the retained samples (with the exception noted
above of the amended section 7.3.3. of the protocol). If EPA has specific amendments
in mind that it believes should be made to the above-referenced portions of the
proposed protocol, Albaugh would be willing to incorporate those amendments into the
proposed protocol if possible.

TE R EF b o oa

If you have further questions re;gardjng the above information, please contacl me
or Stuart Feldstein at (515) 242-2405. On behalf of Albaugh, Inc., we look forward to a
mutually salisfactory final resolution of this matter,

Wery truly yours,

'\
/"ﬁh{gf‘ns e

On Behalf of Albaugh, Inc.

cc:  Albaugh, Inc.
Stuar |, Feldstein
Mark Bauer, Batlelle, Inc.
Charles M. Auer, EPA
David Williams, EPA
Mark Garvey, EPA
Oksana Pozda, EPA

* In the future, Mr. Feidstein can be reached at the above number at the law firm of Brown,
Winick, Graves, Gross, Baskerville, Schoenbaum, PLC., 666 Grand Avenue, Suite 2000, Des
Moines, lowa 50309,
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Eanelle Study Number, AGOI0002

PROD L AMENDMEN

Determination of Polychlorinated Dibenzo-p-dioxins and
Dibenzolurans in Collected Samples of 2,5-Dicholorphenol

Protocol Amendment Number:_] Effective Date;_ 1/15/04 .

ORIGINAL PROTOCOL INFORMATION:

Section &4 Justification for Selection of the Test System
The test system for this study is the same as the test substance upon which all analyses will be
conducted. The test system chasen is the actual substance to which the Dicon/Furan test Rule
applies.

Section 7,33 Sampling Process, paragraph 2
The selected drum was placed in a steam cabinet at 120 °C for 24 hours to re-liquefy the material.
The drums were mot rolled; samples were taken from the bottom and top of a drum. The melting
point of the test substance is 57 °C and has a viscosity of 5-10 cps. The drums were sampled with
glass tubes approximately 3 feet long with rubber bulbs. The molten test substance was drawn up
into the tube and transferred to glass containers of about 2-4 oz in volume,
CHANGES/REVISIONS:
Section 6.4 Justification for Sclection of the Test System
The test system for this study is the same as the test substance upon which all analyses will be
conducted. The test system chosen is the actual substance to which the Dhoxin/Furan test Rule
applics. Additional information about the test system t5 included in Section 7, below,

Section 7.3.3 Sampling Process, paragraph 2
The selected drum was placed in a steam cabinet at 120 °C for 24 hours to re-liquify the matenal.
The drums were removed from the sicam cabinet with agitation to homogenize the drum contents
The melting point of the test substance is 57 °C and has a viscosity of 5-10 cps. The drums were
sampled with glass tubes approximately 3 feet long with rubber bulbs. The molten test substance
was drawn up into the tube and transferred to glass containers of about 2-4 oz, in volume

REASONS FOR CHANGES

Section 6.4 EPA reviewer's request.
Section 7.3.3 Provide more accurate details about the sampling process,

IMPACT ON STUDY,

All of the changes will have no impact on the study.

APPROVED BY:
— ke ;
- ?@-\Mm _-"z”f-'i'ﬁ':‘.-"'
Batelle Study Director Date Study Monitor T Date
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Battelle Study Mumber: AGO30002

PROTOCOL ENDMENT

Determination of Polychlorinated Dibenzo-p-dioxins and
Dibenzofurans in Collected Samples of 2,5-Dicholorphenal

Protocol Amendment Number:_| EiTective Date: 171 5/04

ORIGIMNAL PROTOCOL, INFORMATION:

Section 6.4 Justification for Sclection of the Test System
The test system for this stedy is the same as the test substance upon which all analvses will be
conducted. The test system chosen is the actual substance to which the Dioxinw'Furan test Rule

applies.

Section 7.3.3 Sampling Process, paragraph 2
The selected drum was placed in a steam cabinet at 120 °C for 24 hours 1o re-liquefy the material,
The drums were not ralled; samples were taken from the bottom and top of a drum. The melting
point of the test substance i1s 57 °C and has a viscosity of 5-10 cps. The drums were sampled with
glass tubes approximately 3 feet long with mebber bulbs, The molten fest substanée was drawn up
inte the tube and tansferred to plass contaners of about 2-4 02 in volume.

CHAMNGESREVISIONS:

Section 6.4 Justification for Selection of the Test System
The test system for this study is the same as the test substance upon which all analvses will be
conducted. The test system chosen is the actual substance 1o which the DioxinFuran test Rule
applies. Addiienal information about the test system 15 included in Section 7, below,

Sectton 733 Sampling Process, paragraph 2
The selected drum was placed in a steam cabinet at 120 °C for 24 hours to re-liquify the material.
The drums were removed from the steam cabinet with agitation 1o homogenize the drum contents
Ihe melting point of the test substance is 37 °C and has a viscosiy of 3-10¢ps. The drums were
sampled with glass tubes approximately 3 feet long with rubber bulbs, The malien test substance
wis drawn up into the tube and transferred 1o glass containers of about 2-3 oz in volume

REASONS FOR CHANGLES

Section 6.3: EPA reviewer's request.
Section 7.3 .3: Provide more accurate detanls about the sampling process,

[MPACT ON STUDY:

All of the changes will have no impact on the study.

APPROVED BY:
\'N\L-Q-(Zg:uhm.a_f ¥ ‘\'-'755# § "
Hateelle Study Director [ate Study Monior Ihale

Page 1 of |
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APPROVEL BY:

FROCESS Tl.ﬁ.ME.' DCP DRUM SAMPLING FROCEDURE
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APPROVE[] BY:
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APPROVEL By

| Salaty Manager)
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AFPPROVEL BY:

ISSUED BY
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MAN'.HIFAETUF{ING WORK TASK
NarAE QCF DRUM SAMPLING IS5LE MO, ol
FROCEDURE
CODERNG, 17-001.MWT _F"AGE MY, 2ol g
DEPT. HO, 1700 FEY. DATE 11/03/00
LS, MO, MN/a REV, B, 1

| Only amendments lasued In accordancy

presentativa may be j

n [ re-laswed complabahy

The lelowing amendmenta have becn a

with the Document Control Procedura (03.50F} and authorized by the
erted In this document. Aftera maximum of 20 revislons, this Sarvice
« Other documents and hand writlen notes are not Lo bu included In this

l:lpmm'l-l:l and insuod:

DATE | PAGE ND. NEW

REVISION
N,

AMENDMENT DETAILS

11/03/00 01

CRIGINAL ISSUE

— e ——

CONTROLLED DOCUMENT NO.» 17-001.MWT
Calsr bpm, curent Rev, Mo and ey, Dade idan®y sumadzed ooy




cty Warninp:

Materinls Needed:

MANUFACTURING WORK TASK

NAME DCP DRUM SAMPLNG UE MO,
PROCEDURE

CODE B0, 17-007.MWT FAGE MO,

DEPT.MD. 1700

LEHZ. WD, HfA

The 2,5-Dichlerophenol may confin up 1o 5% 2.4-Dichlorophenol in its moften sraze has been reported
to cause skin bums and small 15 of molten material can be rapidly absorbed through skin that can

cause cardiac arrest and death, LMMEHMMLM

dis molten stgfe, Full protective body suits impervious to these materials together with a full face
respirator, protective gloves and ribber boots must be worn at all limes when sampling drums. The

location of safety shower(s) in the immediate work area should be well known to any personnel
sampling DCP drums. All safety ffrecautions must de abserved with {hese raw materfals.

Note; Dichlorophenols pre in water. Any exposed area of the body must be immecdiately
F

Specinl glass pipeties (one per dndn) from lab and rubber bulbs,

<. New semple botiles 2 to 8 ounce mmnber of bontles will be determined by the supervisor) from the

Ak

lab. Prelabel each bottle nnd cap wHth drum number {e.g- numbers 1 through 20 for 20 drums 1o be
sampled) and lot number, Utilize freprinted labels and chack highly toxic, irritant,

One pallon pail or similar eontaingr to hald the final sample bottle during sampling,

One S-gallon pail for collecting alf the smples in for [ab.

A lange marking pen or label with|drum nusmbers to Iske] drems as they are sampled,

Small plastic tight head drum (20 i

“Used Sample Devices for Dichl
botthes until fiull then it will be ser

rophenal™. Continue to use this same drum for the pipettes andfor
off for Waste Dispozal.

CONTROLLED DOCUMENT NG : 17-001.MWT

Colorlopo, cumsaf Rev, Mo ang Moy Dele iderilly authanzed copy




MANL

HAME DCPF DRUM SAMPLING
PROCEDURE
CODE MO, I T-007.MWT
DEPT, M. 1700
LOC. Hip M/ A
A = ml= ™ =

Dichlorophenol{s) should melt in

ranpe of 48°C to 53°C.

FACTURING WORK TASK

RELE MOy, a1

PAGE MO,

Aol s

11/03/00
#]]

STEP

NOTES, WARNINGS

NO. ACTION & CORRECTIVE
2k ACTIONS
1 The drums should bo on gdod pallets and placed in the | CAUTION: OGP will sublime
Hol Hox. The large bun; on each drum must be | up into the hotbox If the
loosened, bungs are removad from tho
oponing.
2 Allow at least 12 hours in the Hot Box al 95 - 110°C for | Tha DOCP should not bo
the drum 1o completely meill Monitor and check the Hot | heated longer than 18 hours
Box for averheating. before sampling since the
material tends to darken on
oxtended heating.
3 When ready to sample drumb, wear all required prolective | CAUTION: Hot and Toxie,

clothing, ete. Get spocial gl
lab for sampling. These ar
drum (lLe. ona pipatte for
sample boltles from the |
container o pul samplo bo
any small spills from the
bottle. Have a second cont
o transport sample bottles |

s sampling pipeties from the
to be used only once per
each drum), Also, get new
b and a gallon or similar
in when sampling to trap
Ipette while transforing to
nar {1-gallon or S-gallon pail)
after sampling.

Wear impervious coveralls,
such as tychem or Chem
Toch 2, nitrile gloves, full
face respirator with organie
vapor cartridge and rubber
boots,

CONTROLLED

DOCTUMENT NO. 17-001.MWT

Coviow fogo, cLmenl Roe. No. and Ber Dade ihonfify puthodzed Loy




MANUTACTUR!NG WORK TASK

1S5UE NO,

sample bottle,

MHAME DCF DRUM SAMPLING
PROCEDURE
CODEND. 17-001.MWT PAGE NO.
DEFT, N}, 1700 REY, DATE |
oo Ng.  N/A e L OT
[ 4 To sample, carefully remove Jarge bung NOTE: If any DCP gets Into
rubber bulb, discard Into
Using sample pipetin, put nbber bulh aver top of pipotta | disposal drum.
and carefully insert into large{ bung opaning. When plpette
Is about all the way down in the drum, hold at this pasition | Do not cfean off bottle of any
for 1 minute to allow pipettd to warm to temperature of | liguid or solid DCP, Just
liquid then allow molten DCH to draw up inlo pipetie bulb | place the sample bottle as Is
(about 1 minute). Quickly| remove rubber bulb from | In designated contalner for
Pipotto, placo fingor on tob of pipstta end, withdraw | fab.
carefully from drum and el drain Into sample |ar, Dispose
of pipelie in a tight head whsle drum through the large
bung opening. Immediately koal sampla bottle with cap
while still in the gallon conlaiher.
STEP NOTES, WARNINGS
NO. ACTION & CORRECTIVE
ACTIONS
5 Raplace large bung an druf and tighten down, Do not
attempt to clean any spilled [DCP liquid on drums. Repart
any spills immediately to sugerisor.
'5 Mark the drum sampled wit the sames number as on the

CONTRCLLED DOCUMENT MO
Caltr inpa, curmivt Rev. Mo, and M. Date iden & suthardred copy

17-001.MWT




MANUFACTURING WORK TASK

MAME DCP DRUM SAMPLING SSUE NO,
FROCEDURE

CODE M. V7001 MWT PAGE RO,

DEPT. MG 1700 FEY, QAT

LSS, M, LT

VWhen all the drums have bedn sampled, transfer the filled | NOTE: Any spills should be
and closed sample Jars to thp 5.gallon pail to carry to the | absorbod with "0

lab. Absorbent” and transferred
to o Waste Drum for
disposal,

WITHOUT EXCEPTION, any
exposura or skin contact
with Dichiorophenol must be
reported to the suporvisor!

————ee———

CONTROLLED DOCUMENT NO: 1T7-001.MWT
Condow Jogo, cunrend Rew fo, and Rev. Dode identify puthonzed fae'




